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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 March 2005 . 
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6) I3 Claim(s) 1,3 and 5-17 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 7 through 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. The claimed limitation of a first data source 
connected to an input/output interface of the first database and also having the second 
database is connected to an input/output interface of the first database is not supported 
by the original specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 , 3, 5, and 7 through 1 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being 
anticipated by Nishimura et al., 5913912. 

3. As per claims 1 , and 3 through 5, Nishimura et al. disclose a first database 
networked with a first data source usable to obtain and store publicly available status 
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information on the status of airport operations(12); a second database networked with a 
second data source usable to obtain and store airline status information of airline 
activities, wherein the second database(1 1 ) is networked with the first database for 
exchanging the publicly available status information and the shared airline status 
information on lines 64-67, on column 4; a first airport operations advisor module having 
at least one of a graphical user interface and a text based interface and usable to 
manage airport operations, wherein the first airport operations advisor is networked with 
at least the first database to receive at least one of the publicly available status 
information and the shared airline status information(IOA), wherein the at least one of 
the plurality of publicly available status information and the shared airline status 
information is accessible by airport management and an airline; the first database 
includes at least publicly available status information and select airline status 
information that an airline chooses to share on lines 19-25, on column 5; the first 
database includes status information of functions particular to an airline in figure 13, 
item 13; further comprising a second airport operations advisor module having at least 
one of a graphical user interface and a text based interface and usable to manage 
airline operations, wherein the second airport operations advisor is networked with the 
first database and the second database to receive the publicly available status 
information and the shared airline status information(IOB); and the second airport 
operations advisor module is networked to the second database to obtain shared airline 
information and to distribute airline command directives in figure 2 
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4. As per claims 7 through 9, Nishimura et al. disclose a first data source that 
provides publicly available airport status information to a first database, wherein the first 
data source is connected to an input/output interface of the first database, a second 
data source that provides airline status information to a second database, wherein the 
second database is connected to an input/output interface of the first database, a 
memory connected to the input/output interface via the first database via a data bus for 
storing status information on lines 9-23, on column 12; a display connected to the 
input/output interface of the first database for viewing status information from the at 
least one of the first and the second data source by airport management and an 
airline(24d); an input device connected to the input/output interface for inputting user 
commands to the airport operations managing system based on the status 
information(25); and a controller connected to the input/output interface to control the 
movement of data within the airport operations managing system(22d); the status 
information received from at least one of the first data source and the second data 
source is routed to a data protocol translating application connected to the data bus 
under the direction of the controller to be modified to a compatible format and translated 
status information is output to update information displayed in an active display by 
sending the status information to the display under the direction of the controller on lines 
45-62, on column 7; and the status information is output to at least one of a database 
managing application and a display managing application connected to the input/output 
interface via a data bus, wherein at least one of the database managing application and 
the display managing application updates information displayed in an active display by 
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sending the airport status information to the display under the direction of the controller 
on lines 45-62, on column 7. 

5. As per claims 10 through 16, Nishimura et al. disclose gathering status 
information on at least one aircraft and an airport from at least one data source and 
storing the status information in a common decision support database accessible by 
airport management and an airline, distributing the status information to a display at an 
airport operations center, reviewing the status information on the display to identify 
current status of operations, and implementing a response based on the status 
information on lines 31-67, on column 4; implementing a response includes determining 
if an aircraft is ready for takeoff based on the status information on lines 9-27, on 
column 5; wherein gathering the status information comprises gathering at least one of 
shared status information including public status information generated by activities at 
an airport, and proprietary information generated by an airline and chosen to be shared 
on lines 5-31, on column 5; wherein gathering the shared status information comprises 
gathering the status of flight operations and ground services on lines 5-31, on column 
31 ; further comprising archiving the status information to provide a historical record for 
identifying and implementing changes to airport operations on lines 33-38, on column 9; 
at least one of the gathering of status information and distributing status information is 
done in real-time on lines 1-22, on column 7; and instructions for gathering status 
information on at least one aircraft and an airport from at least one data source and 
storing the status information in a common decision support database accessible by 
airport management and an airline, instructions for distributing the status information to 
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a display at an airport operations center, instructions for reviewing the status information 
on the display to identify current status of operations, and instruction for implementing a 
response based on the status information on line 38, on column 38, through line 12, on 
column 8. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nishimura 
et al., 5913912, in view of Glass et al., 6278965. 

8. Nishimura et al. disclose the limitations as set forth above. Nishimura et al. to 
not disclose a third airport operations advisor module located at an external agency 
having at least one of a graphical user interface and a text based interface and usable 
to monitor airport operations, wherein the third airport operations advisor is networked 
with the first database to receive the status information at the external agency. Glass et 
al. teach a third airport operations advisor module located at an external agency having 
at least one of a graphical user interface and a text based interface and usable to 
monitor airport operations, wherein the third airport operations advisor is networked with 
the first database to receive the status information at the external agency on lines 4-8, 
on column 30. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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the invention was made to use the external connection of Glass et al. in the invention of 
Nishimura et al. because such modification would allow controller to better balance the 
load across available runways. 

9. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nishimura et al., 5913912. 

10. Nishimura et al. disclose the publicly available status information includes aircraft 
location, air traffic control, flight schedules, gate assignments, and weather in figure 2, 
on lines 37-42, on column 8, and line 20, on column 1 1 ; and the shared airline status 
information is inherently information the airline chose to share, otherwise it wouldn't be 
in the system. Nishimura et al. does not disclose the information includes crew 
schedules. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention 
was made to include crew schedules because Nishimura et al. is interested in having a 
total management system that would be able to handle crisis management(line 31 , 
column 1 ) and maintains the total present and future condition of an aircraft. Having 
crew information as part of the system would aid in crisis management. 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed 3-17-05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's argument that the information processing devices of Nishimura 
do not read on the limitation of a operation's advisor module having one of a graphic 
user interface, a text base interface, and usable to manage airport operations is not 
convincing since on lines 16-19, on column 1, Nishimura discloses the information 
processing devices as computers being used by operators for specific tasks such as 
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check in. These computers would have a user interface that reads on the claimed 
invention. 

12. the argument that Nishimura fails to disclose information processing device 10B 
receives information from both the control information database and the flight 
information database 11 is also not convincing since it is disclosed on lines 36-67, on 
column 4, that the storage unit 23 is updated with information from all the information 
processing devices and then this updated information is sent back to the information 
processing devices. This is indirect, but it is still sharing of information between the 
information processing devices. 

1 3. The argument that Nishimura fails to disclose that the shared airline status 
information includes functions propriety information is not convincing. On lines 26-31 , 
on column 4, Nishimura discloses what each information processing device stores and 
management information. On lines 37-40, on column 4, Nishimura discloses how this 
management information is collected from all of the information processing devices and 
then forwarded back to all the information processing devices. The management 
information is disclosed as including service information and passenger information, 
both of which can be considered relating to propriety function. 

1 4. The arguments with respect to claims 7 through 9 are not convincing. The 
rejection has been changed to reflect the amendments made to the claims. In 
particular, Nishimura discloses airplanes as data sources on column 12. The first 
database in this case would be 23a, and the second database would be one of the 
information processing devices. 
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15. The arguments with respect to claims 10 through 16 are not convincing because 
Nishimura does keep status information on an airport since he tracks what gates planes 
are parked at and other similar information. The common support database of 
Nishimura is 23a. This is the central database used to update the other databases. 

Conclusion 

16. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian J. Broadhead whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6957. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Black can be reached on 571-272-6956. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



BJB 




